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MEMORANDIM FCR: Chief, Regulations Control Staff 28 Janmwry 195L

BUBJECT s PropuedW Complimnce with CIA Security
Regulations

l. The entire file submitied by you on the above subject 1s returned
with the followving suggestions:

25X1A

a. Inasmuch ss the suggesticns of the Chief of Administration, DD/P,
for the revision of this regulation are submitted as vorking level suggestions
and not as official requirements for concurrence with the regulation and since
the Director of Security does not agree vith these suggestions, there are only
twe logical courses of action to be taken:

(1) The Directer of Security can at this time ask for DD/P's
formal views and try to persuade him to his point of view, or

{(2) The regulation can vé ¢£ficially coordinated as written for
concurrence or comment.

The cholce between these two actions should rest with the Director of Security.

As an alternate suggestion you could point out to the Director of Becurity

that although Headquarters the spplicability of Heed- 29X1A

quarters regulations teo Hesdquarters installations, this does not S5X1A

mean that the policies and procedures in the Headquerters re tions are

necessarily limited in their scope to Headquarters 25X1A
B 17 it {s true, therefore, that the responsibilities of the Director

of Security in this regulstiom do not apply to oversess activities, it would 25X1A

seen desirable to at least indicate the limited scope of the regulation. I

suspect, however, that there actually is a policy disagreement hers which will

have te be resolved at a later date.

b. Re the ambiguities:and inadequacies which you detsct in the
regulation, it seems t many of them cen be readily resolved by the simple
expediont of advising tha Director of Security that {t vill be necessary to
avoid the use of the single term "Office Chiefs" in the regulatiom. He should
be asked to indicate vhersver these wvords occur vhether he is referring to
the head of & major Agency component, the secondary level of supsrvision, or
the immediate superviscr level. Fer each of these levels ve have, as you know ,
daveloped fairly standardized langvag® and this should be vhered to vherever
possiblae.

¢. With respect to youwr question raised in paragraph 6.b. this
should be easy to accommodate by the imsertion of the authority to issue
security instructions and recommendations szd the autharity to conmduct audits
of security practices. I do not think it is proper to infer that the Director
of Security has the actual authority to enforce security regulatiom By
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limiting his suthority, the right to issue security imstructions and recoomenda-
tions would avoid any conflict in ccomand principles.

4. Regarding paragraph 6.c. this point has arisen in other security
regulations particularly, as I recall, the one on intermal office seuwtity
routines. If we have properly identified an ares sscurity officer in that
regulation, I belisve the title can be properly carried over into other security
regulastions.

¢. In counection vith peragraphs 6.4. apd e. it 1is cbvicusly necessary
to reconcile any actual inconsistencies between this regulation and other regula-
ticos. T am sure the Director of Security will immediately agree to correct
any langusge which is inconsistent with approved yrocedures and chennels. It
would accordingly cnly be necessary to call each specific instance to his
attention and to suggest and advise langusge.

2. Would you plesse attempt to handle the problems raised in your memoran~
dum in this direct maoner?

]
Special Assistant to ID/A 2oK1A
Attachment
FR-5-1321
EDE:dm
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